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were written, e. g., his charging the whole Jewish-Roman War to the 
permission given the Levites by Agrippa to wear linen garments like 
the priests {Ant. 20, 9, 6), and his very unpalatable although true com- 
ments upon the private character of Agrippa and his sisters {Ant. 20, 

7, 2, 3)- 

The death of Agrippa of course took place before the publication 
of Josephus' Life. Erbes agrees with Schiirer that the Life was a sort 
of appendix to the Antiquities, but argues against Schiirer that the 
Life must have followed the Antiquities within a year, for Justus of 
Tiberias had already had his account of the Jewish War written for 
twenty years and he would not have lost time in publishing it after 
Josephus' Antiquities appeared with its misrepresentations. Then 
Josephus would have immediately followed up Justus' work with his 
Life in which he made himself out to be, not the chief organizer 
in Galilee of the forces of the rebellion as Justus truly represented 
him, but as the constant and faithful friend of the Romans. The Life 
presumably then belongs to 94 or 95 A. D. 

The statement of the patriarch Photius in the second half of the 
ninth century, on the alleged authority of Justus, that Agrippa died in 
the third year of Trajan, /. e., in 100 A. D., must therefore be a mis- 
take. Several explanations could be given of how such an error 
might easily have been made. In any case its testimony is not suffi- 
cient to set aside the conclusions arrived at by the above presentation 
of data. C. W. Votaw. 

The University of Chicago. 



Die Himmelfahrt des Jesaja, ein altestes Zeugnis fur das 
romische Martyrium des Petrus. Von Carl Clemen; Zeit- 
schrift fur wissenschaftliche Theologie, Vol. 39, Heft 3, pp. 388-415. 

An Ethiopic translation of the Ascension of Isaiah, an early 
Jewish-Christian book, was discovered in 1819. Since that time the 
book has been found also in Latin, and critics have usually discussed 
it from the standpoint of the Latin version, as Clemen does in the 
article before us. All recent critics hold that it contains two or more 
original documents by different authors, which some editor has joined 
together. 

As the title of his paper shows, Clemen is concerned with but a 
single aspect of the book, the testimony to the martyrdom of the apos- 
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tie Peter at Rome which he thinks it gives. His supposition that it 
records this martyrdom is wholly new. But is it true? His argument 
may be understood by considering the following points : 

1. Almost all critics think that the various original documents of 
which the Ascension of Isaiah is composed were written in the 
second century. If this opinion is correct, any reference to the mar- 
tyrdom of Peter which the book might contain would be so late that 
we could not regard it as a good witness. Clemen admits that the 
second part comes to us from the second century, but he pushes the 
first part back to the period between A. D. 64 and 68. His discussion 
of the date is too long to be reproduced here ; and it is sufficient to 
say that the considerations which he urges have been weighed and 
rejected by the great majority of those who have examined the book 
with care. 

2. In the first part of the book, which Clemen dates thus early, 
there is a passage which depicts the evil angel Berial as descending 
from the firmament, " in the form of a man, a king of iniquity, a matri- 
cide." Clemen tells us that this must refer to Nero, and must have 
been written while he was yet alive. After his death there was a gen- 
eral expectation that he would come back from the tomb and reign as 
emperor and continue to manifest his well-known traits of generosity, 
caprice, and cruelty. The great majority of critics see in the passage 
an expression of this expectation. Clemen stands with a small minor- 
ity when he insists that the passage must have been written during the 
lifetime of the tyrant. It is evident that its language might have 
either reference : if it were proven that this first part of the book is as 
early as A. D. 68, the reference would be to Nero yet living ; but if 
the passage is from the second century, the reference would be to 
Nero soon to return from the dead. The question is simply con- 
cerning the date of the passage ; and as the later date is the more 
probable there is little ground for the contention of Clemen at this 
point. 

3. The passage continues as follows : " Et plantam quam planta- 
verunt duodecim apostoli dilecti persequetur ; e duodecim in manum 
eius tradetur." The first member of this sentence is tolerably clear: 
" The plant which the twelve apostles planted he shall persecute." But 
what does the second member mean? Clemen translates it : " One of 
the twelve shall be given into his hands." But this is a forced render- 
ing of the Latin, which others translate : "From the twelve it [the 
plant] shall be given into his hands." 
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4. The apostle given into the hands of Nero, Clemen proceeds, 
can only be Peter, for Paul "is out of the question." But he does not 
tell us why Paul is out of the question. It could only be on the ground 
that this part of the book seems to have been written by a Jewish 
Christian, and that a Jewish Christian would not speak of Paul as one 
of the twelve apostles. But this is by no means certain ; hundreds of 
Jewish Christians rejoiced in the apostleship of Paul, and in Rome he 
was specially revered. 

5. The martyrdom of Peter, Clemen continues, must have taken 
place at Rome, because the Neronian persecution did not extend to 
other parts of the-empire. This is a conclusion, however, which many 
judicious historians call in question. The first member of the Latin 
sentence which I have quoted does not favor this limitation ; the tyrant 
was to persecute the entire plant of Christianity which the whole com- 
pany of the apostles had planted. 

6. The passage does not tell us what became of the apostle, grant- 
ing that it speaks of an apostle, after he fell into the hands of the 
tyrant. Clemen assumes as a matter of course that he suffered martyr- 
dom. 

It is on this evidence that we are to regard the Ascension of 
Isaiah " as an early witness to the Roman martyrdom of Peter, and 
are to congratulate ourselves that at length we have " formal proof " 
of it. 

The argument, as the reader perceives, is encumbered at every 
point with improbable conjectures. It leaves the early date of all parts 
of the book in doubt. It leaves the asserted reference to the living 
Nero in doubt. It leaves the asserted reference to Peter in doubt. It 
leaves the martyrdom of the apostle, if we grant the reference to an 
apostle, in doubt. It leaves the place or places where the persecution 
occurred wholly in doubt. 

I think it probable that Peter was crucified at Rome, but I am not 
able to find any evidence of this in the Ascension of Isaiah. Nor 
am I able to regard any part of the book as " the oldest literary monu- 
ment of Christendom," as Clemen calls it. But, while I reject these 
opinions, which constitute the thesis of the writer, I appreciate his 
article highly for its very valuable summary of the work done by other 
critics of the book. I do not know where else to find so complete and 
so fair a review of their arguments and their conclusions. 

Franklin Johnson. 
The University of Chicago. 



